
The King Saul Spirit in The End-Time Church (1 Samuel chapters 9-11) 

In 1 Samuel chapters 9-15 the story of Israel’s first king, Saul, the son of Kish is covered. If we 
compare Saul’s story – his life, rule, and downfall – we can see striking similariCes to the 
struggles many contemporary churches face today, especially churches in the western part of 
the world. We can learn much from the Old Testament examples (see 1 Cor. 10:6). The wise man 
wrote, “The thin that hath been, it is that which shall be” (Eccl. 1:9)         

Saul’s Humble Beginnings  

During Saul’s forty-year (see Acts 13:21), three main characters emerged: Saul himself, Jonathan (Saul’s 
son), and David. Saul started out with the anoinCng of the spirit (1 Sam. 10:6), but over Cme lost his 
anoinCng. He became moCvated by jealousy and was inCmidated by David. The future king, David, 
represents a younger generaCon of believers. These believers are hungry for God but are oZen 
misunderstood by their spiritual leaders who, if not careful, mirror Saul’s characterisCcs and a[tudes. 
Jonathan was born in Saul’s house but knew that God was with David and that He would grant the 
kingdom to David someday. Jonathan is a picture of a person torn between loyalty to his heritage (which 
Saul represents) and love for the new things of God (which David represents).   

Saul had a very small beginning, but unfortunately his pride eventually defeated and ruined him. God 
oZen uses what appears as insignificant or simple and blesses it for His purposes. For example, 
Bethlehem, the birthplace of Christ, was a small agricultural village at the Cme of Christ’s birth. Nazareth, 
where Christ was raised, was a very small community. It was so insignificant, in fact, that Nathaniel asked 
the quesCon, “Can there any good thing come out of Nazareth?” (see John 1:46). Joseph, Mary’s 
husband, was a carpenter (see Mark 6:3), and Christ oZen “borrowed” things during His ministry, 
including boats (see Luke 5:1-3), a donkey (see Mae. 21:1-3), and even a tomb for his burial (see Mae. 
27:57-60). Even the name Jesus, in Hebrew, was a common name in Christ’s day.  

Saul came from the smallest tribe of Israel, Benjamin (see 1 Sam. 9:1); he admieed his tribe was the 
smallest and his family the least of all the families in that tribe (see 1 Sam. 9:21). Members of Saul’s 
family were farmers and simple people. However, a small band of men recognized God’s touch on Saul 
and followed him, but the children of the Belial mocked Saul with these words; “How shall this man save 
us?” (see 1 Sam. 10:26-27). 

The Small Beginnings of The Church            

God’s selecCon and appointment of Saul presents a propheCc parallel to the simple and humble 
beginnings of many Full Gospel denominaCons formed from 1896 to the 1930s because of the 
outpourings of the Holy Spirit. These documented events include occurrences near Murphy, North 
Carolina (1896), in Kansas (1901), and in Los Angeles (1906) known as the “Azusa Street Revival.” These 
revivals were iniCated by men of humble and simple beginnings, many of whom were farmers and 
formerly unknown individuals. The churches were small, and their beginnings were insignificant in the 
eyes of other religious groups. These early Full Gospel leaders were mocked and ridiculed by unbelievers, 
just as Saul was mocked by some. However, not unlike Saul, God gave these ChrisCan pioneers a “band 
of believers” who believed in them and their message. Just as Saul stood out in public (Saul was a head 
taller than everybody else, according to 1 Sam. 9:2), these simple men and women, labeled “holiness 
people,” were easily idenCfied by their strict dress code and appearance. 



Saul had no formal leadership training or “kingship.” He was, however, “set apart.” What disCnguished 
him from other men was that the Holy Spirit came upon him: “And the Spirit of the Lord will come upon 
thee, and thou shalt prophecy with them, and shalt be turned into another man” (1 Sam. 10:6). The 
phrase turned into another man indicates that when the Lord touched Saul to speak, people knew it was 
the power of the Lord upon him, and not his own giZing or personality. The same was true in the early 
days of the Full Gospel movement. Most of the ministers had no formal educaCon or academic training. 
However, they could mesmerize believers and unbelievers alike with their wisdom and ability as the Holy 
Spirit’s anoinCng came upon them. Saul was a simple man touched by the Holy Spirit, and the leaders of 
the early Full Gospel movements similarly were plain, simple people touched by the Spirit.  

The Slow Spiritual DeterioraCon of Saul (1 Samuel 15:22)    

The Lord was with Saul, and he experienced success as king. However, as Cme progressed, Saul began to 
see his own importance and liZed his heart in pride. He was instructed by Samuel to wait before making 
a parCcular sacrifice, as Saul was a king and not a priest (only the priest could offer a burnt offering). 
When Samuel delayed in coming, Saul lost paCence and infringed upon the priestly ministry by offering 
his own sacrifices. He disobeyed the Lord. He did the right thing (making a sacrifice) in the wrong way. 
Samuel arrived and was grieved. He asked Saul why he had disobeyed, and Saul gave the excuse: “I saw 
the people were scaeered from me, and that thou camest not within the days appointed…” (1 Sam. 
13:11). 

Saul now wanted to oversee the “offering.” He was concerned about losing the people because they 
were scaeering. Thus, Saul was willing to operate in his own will (or in the flesh) to maintain control over 
the offerings and the people. This manipulaCon and pride would cost Saul his anoinCng and kingdom.  

The DeterioraCon of The Church   

Sadly, as the years passed, some unscrupulous leaders in the Full Gospel movement began to manipulate 
people to receive the offerings of the people. Others began to experience transiCons in the churches and 
saw their own members scaeering. Instead of leaning on the Lord and the Holy Spirit (who brought them 
from small beginnings to greater ministry in the first place), they chose to rely upon the arm of the flesh 
and fleshly manipulaCon.  

Becoming a Man Pleaser and Not a God Pleaser                    

Saul conCnued in sin. AZer Samuel rebuked Saul and told him that the Lord was no longer with him, 
instead of weeping and repenCng, the proud king wanted to be honored by Samuel to look good in the 
eyes of the people: “Then he said, I have sinned: yet honor me now I pray thee, before the elders of my 
people, and before Israel, and turn again with me, that I may worship the Lord thy God” (1 Sam. 15:30). 
Saul knew he was wrong and had sinned, but his main concern was how he looked in the eyes of the 
elders. He didn’t appear concerned about the anoinCng of the Holy Spirit and the favor or disfavor of the 
Lord; he seemed to care more about the opinions of his “flock.” 

In the contemporary church especially in America, there have been numerous occasions when a minister 
experiences a very strong and visible moral failure involving a sin that caused great heartache to 
mulCtudes of believers. Some of these fallen leaders do repent and eventually are restored to the 
ministry. Others, however, like Saul know they have sinned, but want to maintain the favor of the people 
and will do whatever is needed to ensure that their support will remain despite their visible failure.  

Becoming “People SensiCve” Instead of “God SensiCve”        



The people who lived among the tribes of Israel numbered into the millions. In the past, Moses, Joshua, 
and the elders demanded individual and naConal repentance when people transgressed God’s Law. 
These mighty men were not concerned about what the mulCtude “felt” about their decisions. Rather, 
they were more concerned about experiencing God’s favor and blessing in their work and ministry, 
knowing that without God’s favor their efforts were all in vain. In contrast, Saul was afraid of offending 
the people: “…I feared the people and obeyed their voice” (1 Sam. 15:24). Saul was moved by their 
“opinion polls” and was more interested in hearing the praise of men than having the favor of God.  

The contemporary church is oZen directed by men in leadership perceived as being ultra-sensiCve to the 
members and the seekers aeending their congregaCons. The common opinion seems to be that the 
more “sensiCve” we become to the feelings and opinions of others, the less we will teach or preach 
anything that may be controversial to the congregaCon. This theory seems to work, as these types of 
churches are drawing in thousands of individuals called “seekers.”  

The danger of this a[tude is that the leadership can become so concerned about offending a person 
that they refuse to minister on subjects such as hidden sins, hell, or certain moral issues such as aborCon 
and same-sex relaCons. Some churches go as far as to ban the emblem of a cross because it offends 
some people of other religions. Others have banned songs that menCon the blood of Christ. Omi[ng 
what some term “negaCve preaching” creates a non-convicCon atmosphere in the congregaCon, limiCng 
the effecCveness of the Holy Spirit to convict people of their sins (see John 16:7-11). Just as Saul feared 
the people and sought their approval, many contemporary ministers have chosen the same route.      

Saul Was Anointed – Lost It – Acted Like He SCll Had It 

One of the most disturbing aspects of the demise of Saul’s leadership was that the “Spirit of the Lord 
departed from Saul and an evil spirit from the Lord troubled him” (1 Sam. 16:14). Saul became 
emoConally disturbed, even to the point of paranoia. The only relief he experienced was when David 
came to the palace an played the harp (see 1 Sam. 16:23). Eventually, Saul became jealous of David and 
tried to kill him (see 1 Sam. 18:11; 19:9-10; 20:33). Even though Saul was tormented, he sCll could be 
touched by God. On one occasion he came to Ramah looking for David and encountered prophets who 
were playing music and prophesying. Unexpectedly, Saul fell to the ground and began to prophesy. How 
odd that at one moment Saul would listen to a demonic influence instrucCng him to slay David, then at 
another moment he would prophesy when coming near prophets worshipping God under the anoinCng 
of the Spirit (see 1 Sam. 19:19-24).  

The narraCve is quite confusing to some. How can an evil spirit move upon Saul, and in another instance, 
the Spirit of the Lord appears to touch Saul? (see 1 Sam. 16:23; 19:23). First, Saul was not possessed by 
an evil spirit; he was oppressed or troubled by an evil spirit. Had he been possessed; the Spirit of God 
never would have touched him. Second, this evil enCty would come and go, or rest upon him and then 
depart, as evidenced through the departure of the evil spirit when David played music. Third, as already 
menConed, although Saul had lost the anoinCng of the Spirit, when he was near others (prophets) 
experiencing divine propheCc ueerances, he too would be touched by what was occurring around him.  

This reveals a real danger to any spiritual leader who has ever experienced the precious anoinCng of the 
Spirit to sing, teach, or preach. Saul’s pride, disobedience, and jealousy opened the door to the evil spirit 
that tormented him. A minister can fall into the same pride, disobedience, or sin. If he persists in the 
iniquity without humility and repentance, the anoinCng – or uncCon of the Spirit – will depart from him. 
This being the case, the minister will preform religious rituals by habit and rouCne without the 
inspiraCon of the Almighty.  



The decepCon is when a minister who lives in complete sin or rebellion can conCnue to stand before the 
people and appear “anointed” and even “feel the presence of the Lord.” Without realizing it, the 
minister may be “feeling” the presence of the Holy Spirit coming from the collecCve anoinCng being 
released in the congregaCon, and not an anoinCng within his own soul. 

Believers will oZen hear that a minister has been pracCcing a hidden sin for many years and conCnued in 
their ministry with apparent good results. The answer to this enigma may be the inability of believers to 
tell the difference between a “giZing” and an “anoinCng.” Individuals such as musicians, singers, and 
public speakers can be born with certain giZs. This is called “charisma” by secular observers. An 
“anoinCng,” however, can only come from the Lord through the Holy Spirit. The word anoint alludes to 
“rubbing something in”; it is a picture of the hand of God moving upon a person. A person’s giZ can and 
will remain with them, even when the individual is in a completely backslidden condiCon. They do not 
lose the ability to sing, play instruments, or speak just because they are no longer following the Lord. 
However, the Holy Spirit can be grieved to the point that He will depart, as He eventually did with Saul 
(see 1 Sam. 28:6) and with Samson (see Judges 16:20). 

Believers must learn to disCnguish between a “giZ” and an “anoinCng.” An outright unbeliever can 
inspire you with “The Star Bangled Banner” at a sports event, and a sinner can move you with a speech. 
This is not the anoin2ng, but the gi4. Here is the difference: a gi4 is designed to bless people, but the 
anoin2ng is designed to deliver people (see Acts 10:38). Individuals with a giZ will elicit followers, but the 
anoinCng is manifest for people to follow God.  

Saul is a tragic example of a leader whose spiritual character was failing but who could sCll prophesy. 
There are those in the contemporary church who may be living a life of conCnual sin and disobedience, 
but they judge their spiritual condiCon (and how God is viewing them) by their ability to operate in a giZ 
and move the people. They live in decepCon and are in grave danger.  

TradiCon of the Past or TransiCon to the Future? 

Samuel anointed David to be the next king and replace Saul and his sons. This inCmated Saul, who knew 
the Lord was now with David. Saul began throwing spears at David to take out his opposiCon. Saul 
understood sacrifices, but David was a worshipper. He was a musician, a songwriter, and a worshipper 
who danced before the Lord with all his might.  

The western church is in danger of not understanding or flowing in the next move of the Holy Spirit. The 
Bible predicts that in the last days, God will pour out His Spirit upon the sons and daughters (see Acts 
2:17). David was a teenager when he received the anoinCng of the Spirit in Bethlehem (see 1 Sam. 
16:11-13). Just like David, the up-and-coming generaCon loves music; they write their own praise songs, 
they enjoy vibrant, personal worship of God. The current older generaCon must be aware of God’s 
promise to the youth and not allow jealousy or opposiCon to prevent or hinder the coming movement of 
God among the sons and daughters of God. Saul was willing to manipulate his own children because he 
became so inCmidated. He gave his daughter to David for a wife and accused her of not being loyal to 
him as king. He also aeempted to manipulate his son, Jonathan, to turn against David. 

Perhaps the saddest story involves Jonathan. Jonathan was raised in the house of Saul yet loved David 
and was willing to protect him from Saul’s threats. Jonathan was torn between his past and his future; he 
was torn between his loyalty to his father’s house and his aeachment to David, who represented the 
future of the kingdom of Israel. Later, Jonathan would choose to remain with his father, and both were 
slain in baele.  



Just as Jonathan was, there are believers who are split between the tradiCons of the past and the 
transiCons of the future. Many believers see the possibiliCes of God’s blessings, yet conCnue to remain 
in a spiritual lethargy, unchanged and unmoved because they are content to remain in Saul’s house.  

Let the lives od Saul and Jonathan serve as a reminder that the hosen and anointed must guard and 
protect the giZs and the calling of God in their lives. They must be willing to transiCon with the next 
generaCon, even as Joshua and Caleb did.    

        

             

                       

         


